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Received yout Adderdz to 
the Ayſwer to my former 
Book, on Monday the r2th 
of Fairy laſt; in writing 
. of which, whether you are 
| juſt to your word; ornot; let the whole 
World Judge. ES FT. ; RF 
| As for that which you ſay in the firſt 
Page thereof, 1 think it was not worth 
yout adding to what you had formerly 
written, unleſs you could make it to ap- 
_ pear that thoſe perſons whom you call 
- Adicious mien, be ſuch whoſe opinions 
are like to be of equal weight with 
thoſe Judges and Heralds who ate 
againſt you, which (Tbelieve) will be 


very hard for you to do ; And if 
I. A 2 


a 
® ts » <7 
$54 , we. ; 
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conold;s mn 


could, we ſhould therein be but upon 
- equal termes, = 
When you tell me in your 2 Page, 
_ that you do give me two or three pre- 
_ cedents more, beſides that of Geva, to 
prove that Lands in thoſe elder ages 
did paſs i» t*bero maritagio, 1 cannot but 
ſmile, to ſee that you ſtill ſay, that the 
oft to Geva.was ſuch a Precedent, con- 
ſidering how in my Defence of Amicia, 
Page 43,44. and ſoon to the middle of | 
the 50 Page, as alſo, in my Reply to your 
_ Anſwer, þ. 23- and p.:45., 46. -and-lo:gn 
_ to the 60, Page, I have, made it+to'ap- 
_ pear, .that it is very uncertain that the 
| faid Geva was a Baſtard, but moſtcertain 
' that the Gift to Geva was not a Gift in 
Frank-marriage. _ __ ed 
And now I ſhall come to 


your pre- 


tended new precedents, which you, 
' mention Page 2. and ſo.on to theend of 


. the 6 Page of your. Addenda, and. in my 
| | D BY EE BE WE 7s FR © EET 
Anſwer thereto, I ſhall make 1t very. 
clear that they are not ſuch precedents 
| a you take. them ta be, bur. are grols 
miſtakes of yours, you erripg in no lels : 
| then | theſe, hive . particulars following. 4 
\ Firſt, in concewing: that, Joane wife ot 


the ſaid Lhewellir,and daughter Tas 


+. 


POM | 62, Was that baſe daughter named 
Jane, which King John had by Agatha ' 

daughter to the ſecond Mt ijam de'Fer-_ 
rars Eart of Derby; Secondly, in ſay-: 


ge, 
're- 
,.t0 
ves 
but 
the 
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io that* the” ſaid Lhewel/;n did ay 


Joaze daughter of King John 1n the year | 
7206. Thirdly; in alledging. that: King | 
Jobls ' gave Eleſmere in libero maitagio : 
with his ſaid dayptiter Joare.,  Fourth- 
Lly, in pretending that the Marinor of. | 
$31eford in Warwick ſhire, and the Man- * 


not 'of Sattehatl in Worceſterſhire, 'were 
rivet by King fohs to the ſaid Lhewellin 
with an' 2adghter of the ſaid King ' 
Johr. * And" laſtly; in ſaying 'that that * 


Joane who was wiki eto Robert de Audeley, 


wasthe'ſame Joane who was wife” to the. 
_ pony e. EEE t s 
nd firſt! you erre in ſaying that,” 
Jays” ve at es Fj wife 0 Fe fad; 
Lheweltty , was the ſame To wh 
0 fy; had by, the Td FL a: 
YOU nay” ſee in your” forjeal. al. 
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Cheſter and Lincelne, which Agne: way 
daughter of Hugh Cyveliok Earl of by 
fier by his wife Bertred, Now the (aid 
Hugh Cyveliok dying as appears in. ye ur 
Hift, Ant. p.134- in the year 1181, ag d 
the ſaid Fertred his wife (as is proved 
Rot, de Dominabys pueris, Bc. in Scact. 

emes Remems. R, ſub Tit. Linc. Rot. I ) 

eing but Twenty four HER: of. a ge 
when her ſaid hushand 
from thence appear, that fs - 
of the ſaid Agatha could not Jollibly b 
the wife of = ſaid. Lhe wellzms, For, if 
we ſuppoſe that Randle Blundezil was 
younger . then his third filter, Agzes 
( which I am confid 10 Nth 
lieve) and that the (aid Rerir d was Ds: 
gotten with Child at thirtee 1. - | ic C os 
age, and came ſo nimbly.with her.chul- | 
drenas to have her firlt daughter when 
ſhe was fourteen. .years old, .her.ls 
cond daughter when, | S Vi a AE 
years old, and herthird day ughter. Agu4 


years =2'3 then the fa gr VO! ould he 
eight years of agein the 
If we alſo ſuppoſe the ſaid 4 era be 


the eldeſt of th > ſix children of the {aid | 


4 © pighk 
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(5) 
might be the youngeſt ) and that ſhe 
na s M the fard Agatha when 
ſhe the ſaid Agric? (was bk fourteen 
years old, then the the "faid Agatha 
would be born in'the year 1197, If 
we alſo fuppoſe that the ſaid Agatha had 
her danghter Joq4ze when ſhe the ſaid 
Agatha was but foutteen yearsold, then 
the ſaid Joare wonld be borti inthe year 
1021, and yet by all this ſtrange way of 
reckoning, Joaxe the daughter of Aga- 
tha would have been but about three 


| y wife tothe | ov pd hnb ig 
"| that hard is "ro Heelitood thar fie way 
:- | born at the time of the ſaid-Ebzwe 
— But the faid Lhewellia was 28 
' For, Syl- 
5 in bis Diner, 


br. oof ted at Zo 1365: 50. EY 
w 7 tells 4s, chitin 

| Corel Gans the {aid '$ 

« | ring): the faid £hewe 


| Hick ou run in to 0 another error 
la Ken yourn 7 faid* Zhewen 
© 


ACT] 


did marry . his wife Joax .in the year, 
£2064. whereas . he. was (her Husband, 
m the year 1204+ jn.the 16, year of 
King Jobs, 3s will appear by your own, 
Authors , Stow and.Fpeed,, Bar by ; ſe-; 
veral others; asalſo-by- this Copy of: 
Kivg John's Precept.to- ot Sheriff of 

Sbropſbire, to make. Lives of. the _nd. 
TY, of. Elleſmere. ..j/. 0 (i 


"Ex Rot# Clinſs de "avino" Fexto TT 
-Jobatinis Gin arct'Lond,) Membra- 
ES va'7. veg do Oba 1}:* . 


Rex Vicecops. Salop. +3 —SaS Seim) 


Lage dedimas AdileFo fenpefirad, —_—_— 
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Fs _ __ ef 1138 112, 
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ro marit lo with 110 
our OWn Fri os 4 tha. Aforer. 
ſaid Record, do only: fay;; that it was 
gIVEN #7 Tiaras 3/ſo that your argue 
EEE leſeyere: was, given; in wari- 
Teeth ſega" ther as Ws given #4 libere 


arts 
"IF < 
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_ ſo''given; unleſs the word, 


G9 


maritagio, 1s. very irrational'; For I - 
have ſhewed in the 39 and 4o pages 
of my Reply to your Anſwer, that ma-: 

ritaginm 15 twofold, arid that Lands 


may" be given'in #aritagio, toone that 


is'not of the Blood,” but ( a$Thave of-; 
ten proved) - Lands cannot be given 7. 
free-marriage;/ but with: 75 Ho is0f 
the whole Blood, neither c v they be. 
[rberum be: 
uſed as'well as the' word: Warttaginnd, as” 
I have ſhewed in the 56: and 37, pages, 
of my ſajd: Lots a Xe 
© Due-if ie" were "ſo, "that you could. 
have proved Jozy;' thewife of the ſaid 
beweljngeohayebecn thebaſe' Dau h-. 
tins Jr by the (aid Agath, as 
and ifie hat been ſo;thattHis rift of BL. 
leſmere had/beth in Trberokraritagio, yet . 
it would haveNood y oi” no fteac T5. 
fpr:as yowniny-ſee Coke 59h Littletop, 
fok' 27, h,*5f* the 'Donee ('ini a Gift of - 
Erank-mattiage)/ that 4"Fanſe of he Zift 
be not of the blood of the Donor, yet there + 
may paſs an Eſtate for life, it Livery be 
miles 'And in; this caſe of FEnne | 
(as appearsbefore) "DNR mad EZ. 
Fe cave; your! find in che Welſh Hiſt > 
put 


06 ch 


(8) 
put out by Doftor Powe/l, p. 306: and 
Mat. Par! p-625, and 626. 'that though 
E ſuvere was imjoyed by the ſaid Lb 

alli, yet it was not long enjoyed by 
his'Son David, but was the next yeat- * 
after the death of Zhewelliz in (or a- 
bour) the : Feaſt of the Decollation of 

Te -in the . hands of Kin 

mry - and as appears by woot 
Reon, Hoe mh be. togethe?! 
with the Hundred of Elleſmere, Wa | 
afterwards committed Ls he ſan > Kiric 
to o the Truli of Hamor le OW 


_ thinking thar the Mannors: bf Budefora 
aid $witchall, were given by. King Jobs 
co Lhemellin with his Dxughter "Jo22 
and for all your boaſting-\demand' of. 
what 'can be clearer ? yet-your Deed 
is far from proving what ney Ofc 


it path 


| Dn ; EP 
ill "Hud wheaeig you” 
| page of your' Addernde 
IS Dye Lhewellin''# 
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t not ane : 


apparent.tha 
that time were very 
..the P cer, of 
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Criffth Lhewellin would haye married 
elſewhere, as youmay read m "Knighton 
vol; {2462 211m: 26, and: zum; 50.'\ And- 
although we-:cannot- tell the" name of. 
her (who was the firſt wife of rhat £664 
wellzr, who tharried Joan the E Daighitet' 
of King Jobn/as aforeſaid, webcing ig." pt 
norant- of that; as we alſo are of -x je 
Wives of mitiy'-grea & 
many other things'in thoſe elder ages, 
yetthe ſaid" ELhiwellin muſt neceffarfly' 
havea former” Wife, AS wil: Wt 


i 4 wy, þ & $ 


TY Eeanfawol Writers: axFubies' 
in'the7'Partof his Chronicle, P-.* P36 2." 
Stow, P. x67; 2a;/Dotor Powell. 39% GY 

the Jeol b Hiſtory, P; 289267 33s 
Pp: 20. Speed inhis 26 flory} pritited at Lyy="" 
den, 1622 P:- DYES Vincent on Brooke; D/ 
204+ Cambdty 18 his Britania,inLatine,” 
Printed at Ev#ddon; 1607." Pp: ' 355 ard © 
Knighton, col, 2417» +num;” 42do all 
tellus of Lands given by: theſid King /: 
John. toitlie' aid Lhewellrs, with/ his. 
Daughter. Joe, and-yet: none of chem *- 
doſay, thattheſe: Mannors'of B defer 
and, Sentoball, Or> Sather oor gat 99 


. Secondly, Becauſegurbeſ Hutchs 10! 


ae 6 had by the aid? amet Cake 
name- One (ford; Viz. David,. yr) two 


ne Gladys marrigdito Si c:Raph 


de:Bruſe; an 
; Martizwer, but none of themdoth name 
: Hellen , ſq ithat it ſeems He lew.- was no 
; og a of is ne coſa 4 i o TLONY 


Hellew, as Bu may find-in RL 5 [7 
2430«#»+9- being agreed on'by Randle 
Earl of ;Chefter and'theſard Lhewellinbe- 
fore the ſaid: £andle wentrhither (and 

by Hes rg about the year 2227%} 
What likelihood i is there that the faid- 
76-could :hiave. h Not old 
il bg, amarric X0t ' Toba © 


King Jo's ox 1 
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(i 2) 
above the age of twelve years ; p) And 
cho | p rOu terd' that Or ; Scot did 

rey th aid 1 Belles about the year 
292, yet you "66 that, ” —_— ſhe 
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gotothe Holy = —_— Nl Gd marri- 
ape- SrPEEC —— before” "it was 
onfutymate: f * arid" thit "HE" had 
hereby ſotte” affarance -thit"the ſaid 
Lhewe would keep thit 'prate Which 
was then” made; But, Chewelles might 
very well have-a datighter by'a former. 
wife; who in'the year 1217, might be, 
old: enough to be married to pre Scot, 
fortheſaid Ebewertth hor vDp pears by | 
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time of King Edw. r. as you may ſee in 
'the Antient Treatiſe called Flefa, the 
inheritance in theſe caſes was in the 
"wife, and not in the husband: For in 
"the 3 Bookand 11th Chapter, de dona- 
'Hionibus in Maritagits It 1s thus ſaid, Er 
 quamvis fiat mentio in donatione, quod 
-zerra data fit in maritaginm tali viro, 
" enm tal; uxore, res data tamen eſt liberunt 
Fenementun uxoris , & non viri, cunt 
#0n habeat niſt cuſtodian cam uzxore, do- 
mee libernm tenementum ſtbi accreſeat, per 
Tegem Anglie : Secus i pro homagio &- ſer- 
'vitio virt & in Maritaginum fada fucrit 
donatio, And ſo alſo BraGor ( who 
Hived in the time of King Herry the 
Third, and- alfo in the time of the ſaid 
Lhewellin Y*lib.2. cap, 11, ſays , $1 aui- 
tem fiat mentio quod terra data ſit in ma- 
ritaginm cum uxore & eorum heredibus, 
communes heredes de corpore utrinſque 
 admittantur, qui ſt defecerint, revertitur 
terra data, &* alii remotiores excludun- 
tur: quia res data eſt liberum tenemene | 
tum uxoris, & non viri, cum non habeat | 
nifi cuſtodiam cum uxore. $i autems fic 
terra detur in Maritagium. viro cum uxore ff 
& eornuws heredibus, pro homagio &. 
 Feroitio viri (quod fit aliquands) bx et 
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Jetur in liberum marilagium, que ſunt 771 


ad T11VICEOMR  adverſantia ſtoe rt ug nt "A | 
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donatio tam viro quam nxoyi. And fo 
alſo my Lord Coke on Littleton, fol. 21.b. 
tells us, That if the King give Land to 4 
man with a woman of his kindred in franks 
marriage, and the woman dyeth- without 
iſe, the Man in the Kings caſe ſhall not 
| bold it for his life, betauſe' the womane 
ws the cauſe of the gift, but otherwayes "if 
is in the Caſe of a Common perſon, and for 
this in'the* Margent he' cites*9"H. g? 
Dower. 202, So alſo Mr, Glanvile (what 
L ved 1n the time of Ring Herry the Se4 
end, and before 'the time of the'faid 
Lh:wellin) lib. 7. cap. 18. to the ſame 
purpoſe ſayes, Cam quis itaque terram 
| aliqnar cum wuxore ſus in maritagrum ce- 
pert, ſt ex- eadem uxore ſua" heredent ha= 
buerit filinm , vel filiam clamantem” &* 
auditum infra quatnuor parietes ſt dem vin 
axorem ſham fipervixerit» feos ofxerit 
- | "res five non, ill; in vita" ſus remanee 
8 | "-ritagiues illad, poſt mortem vero ipfiis 
| 44 donatoremtovel ejus heredes eſt reverfis 
i T1m. Sin avtets ex nxore fna nnnquane 
babnerit heredem, tuncftatin? poſt mortens 
axeris 0d” donatoroms of "BePeder fur ris 
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- former wife, who was Kinſwoman tothe 
*Giid King Jobn, and Mother to the (aid 
" 'Hellen, for otherwiſe the ſaid Gift ta 
Jobs Scot could not be good; Rur'if 
they were given to the ſaid t hewellin 
with a" wife who was ' Mother to 
the ſaid Hellew, but dead at the time of 
the gift to the ſaid Johz Scot, then the 
faid L bewellin being Tenant by the Cur- | 
ſcſi of Exglard , and the "inheritance 

eing tn the faid Hellen he might paſs 
away his Eſtate to the ſaid Job Scop 
"with the (aid Hellez, and they wigl 
lawfully hold the ſaid Mannors i#' libero 
ay" according to the Agreement 
made betwixt the ſaid Randle Earl of 
Cheſter and Lincolne, and the ſaid Lhewelr 
tiz Prince of Nerth-Wales. 

Laftly , You erre a fifth time in ſaye 
"Ing, that Joare the wife of Robert de 
Aneley was the ſame Joane who was wife 
to the ſaid Lhewelliz; For, that cannot. 
poſitbly be, becauſe Robert de" 4ride 7 

married Joaze the baſe daughter of King! 
obn by Agatha, who might well be mar 
hh Fageable n the 14 year of ike ba 


| 5be Third, which fell, ont.co 

94 | years 1229. and 1230- . But, I.haye be 
baſs 10 e ſhewed.:th o polltbility 
He N that, the fai ter of Agatha 


* || tothe ſaid Jaexe in the year: 1204 00h 
he | (a5 you well know and confeſs) he dy- 


+. | ednot till che 24th year of King Henry 
ce the 3d, How-then can that Zvare who 


af | yas wite to Robert de Andeley in the 14th 
year of King H.3. be the fame Joare who 
ry was wife to Lhewellin?nnlefs ſhe had two 


\-, | hasbands living at onetime. Or, How 
ne | can what your Author Vincent {ayes be 


of | true, That ſbe was re-married to Robert 
2 | 4 Audley, x4 H,3. after the death of 
" | Lheweltin, ſeeing the faid Lhewellir 
died not till the 24th year of Heary 3d ? 
and did. alſo outlive his wife Joare three 
yeares? Certajinly,if Vincent bad Known 
as well as you, how long the ſaid Lhew- 
lin lived, he would never haye ſaid 
that Joaze the wife of Robert de Audiey 
was the ſame Joane who was wite of 
Lhewelliz; But though you do ache ” 
| 3 C "4g - 


IT 

= I” - 3 
Tedge that ' Vincent did'erre in ſaying! 
Thewelliz was dead, when Joare was mars. 
ried to Robert de Andeley, yet you would 
willingly juſtifie the other part of his 
error, in making Azdeleys wife Joanc to} 
be the ſame woman with LDhewell:xs wife: 
Joane,' and to do this, you fancy' that 
Eheweltin was divorced from his wife 
Joane, though there be no Author who 
doth 'alleadge any ſuch thing. | And, 
Can we think that a Prince-of: North» 
Wales, and adaughter of King Johacould 
be divorced, and one or both-of them 
marry again in the life-time; of cacti 
other, and'no writer take notice therts 
of? Or, can it be, that Mat. Paris, who: 
hved- at that very time, ſhould: ( in his 
365. Page) (peak of William de: Bravs 
his being taken in 'Adultery with, the 
faid Joare, with an (wt dicebatur) only? 
Or;*the' Welch Hiſtory ( p. 286. ). with 
an'(as'it was reported.) 1t the Adultery 
was ſo notorious, as that ſhe was divors | 
ced for'it? ; Indeed, you tell'us out of | 
Knighton,” col. 2435. that 'Anno. Domini 
1228:* 13 9.3. 'Leolinus Princeps Wallie 
webllare cepit :— <L Tandem vero poſt. con 

eurſus varios ," &+ diſcrimina multa',; pit. 
 quoddam marijtaginm cu Rege concorad* 
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08" iN weſt; in pace dimiſius; and from theſe 
at» @ words, per quoddarm maritaginm , you 


Id would infinuate a. Divorce, and. a new: 
Marriage of the faid Joane, with Robert 
de Andeley, which divorce and marriage 
is further fetcht then any thing that I 
ever heard of in all my life; For, it is 
not likely that the puting away of the 
Kings Siſter could be a means to pro- 
cure Peace, and none knowes betwixt 
what parties the marriage there ſpoken 
of was But. you did well 'to:-break off 
at the words. 7» pace dimiſſus, farif you 
had added theſe. words of Kzightor, 
which immediately follow, the.other ,* 
viz, Anno Domini ſequenti ( the Figures 
1229, being alſo put in the margent, } 
Lewelinus exzdeze Willielmum de Braus 
Baronems nobilem quem ad feſta Paſchalie 
invitaverat ,. poſt epularum copiam ſuper 
adulterio & violatione uxoris ſue accuſans, 

| &: malitioſe eum &- hoſtiliter. ingreſſus eſt, 

* | & enmin carcerens trudens marte turpiſſt- 
LN 2, &- abſque ami. judicio ſententialiter 
interemit, Tt would from thence have 
appeared that -neither the Diyorce. or 
ſecond, marriage of the ſaid Joaze:could 
thereby be meant, unleſs you would 


have a Divorce in the year 1228, for an 
b EE Adulter Du 
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Adultery not committed All'the' yeh 
1229. ad with K77ghto): agrees Fo 
faid Mat. Maris, p, 365. n, IO. C meriti- 
oned'in the 5 f e of your 4 Altendh 
who faith, that got ye ae Bratts wat 
hanged for that ſuppoſed 4dultery,” in"tM 
moneth of April, in the year 1230. Aid 
we well know , there is but one week 
betwixt the laſt day of the year 1249, 
and the firſt day of April x F230, OO 


_ AIfo, in the 6 Page of y or Alden 
Where you tell us out of 'the #elf# Bk 
Pory put out oy Dottor Powel, that Lews 
Ellin's wife died in the year 1137, if yo 
would have added what is' Falter {Aj 
8 the ſame Page, it would have given 


atisfaQion that L bewellins wife WH nv 


divorced , For, Page 293.*you may, ras 
read , "The next Spring (1237. * "Hen 
] Qane aaugbter 10 King John, Princeſs. 
Wates,' and was buried upon the Stu Joo 


(21). 
vorced from Lhepellin,”and Married * 
the ſaid Robert de Audeley.. 


; If any. objet, That thowgh Joh | 
the its of Lhewellin was Tug ele 
baſe daughter of King John by Agatha , 
ret, it is like ſhe was his baſe daug hier 
ſome other woman, becaule of thoſe 
Authors which you cite to that purpoſe 
[ anſwer, and (ay, that it is nothing, to 
the caſe of 4micia, whether the” faid 
is ze. was 4 Baſtard or not, as I have 
efore. proved 5 But however it doth 


not yet certainly appear to me that ſhe 
was fo For, though, Yi-ceut upan 


Brooke, Speed, "Stow, and the Monk 'of 
Chefler who did write the Poly-Chronice#, 
and” ſome others do fay,. chat Ad was $ 


aſtard, yet they are not m fe- 
garded, vocraſe: the faid Author of thi 


Poly-Chronicerty. (a8. Voſfinetells yoU'te 
Ws Book de Hiftoricis Latinis, P,4 is 
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matter a little; 5 E 2d 0 O! Y. 1 t | , 
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ps obferve how many wives. the: ſai 
King Joþz had. ih: biel 


Firſt, he 'married Alajs daughter of 
the Earl of Morzana inthe year 1173: 
you may read in Brompton's Chronicon, 
col. 1082, v. 35, Hoveden © ( Frankfurt 
Edition, printed 1601. )\Page $32. #.'5; 

Matt, Paris ( put out by Doftor Watts) 
Page 127.7..5.( which Editions of Hogs | 
den and Paris, I doall along follow!) and 
the hike you may find . 1n Vincent upatt 
Brooke, Page 133. who: allo: there'\tells 
Fou, that by-4oriang 1s not meant Mort- 
for, but Savoy, with which att. Pat: 
Þ. 751.2. 46. doth alſo accord.z:: But 
the ſaid Alas being then ſcarcely ſeven 
yeares of age, as you may ſcerin | 


CY 


Paris, p--127. 7: 6. and dying preſently 
gfter, the ſaid King 7Zohncould not poſit 
Þly have ay ifſue by that wife,;. +4 


. Soonafter this, 27z; in the year 1176 
( as you may.read. in ;Hoveder;, p.'553: 
Þ. 49. and . Matt. Paris,” p | I.32:; 4,29) 
here was an Agreement: for-a marriage 
t0be had between the ſaid: 7ohn:(then 
| youngeſt ſon of the ſaid King H, 2.) and: 
a. $ f2ughter of 1731747 Earl of Gleceftery 
Y | on 


(23) 


fon of Robert” Earl of Gloceſter;, "which 
 faid daughter is not there named, 1 
| her name was Hawiſia or Avis. and the 
marriage afterwards took 'effe&t, but 
hewas divorced from her in the year 
1200, as will anon appear, 

' Thirdly, ninediarely upon w—_ Di: 
yorce he married Tſabel daughter of the 
Eart of Engoliſme, who was his laſt wifes 
for, ſhe ſurvived him; and by her he 
had iſſue (as will be agreed by all ) Hez- 
79, (afterwards King Hexry the Third" 
Richard, Earl of Cornwall; afterwards 
King of the- Romanes) Tone wife of 
lexander theſecond, King of Scots; Elea- 
nor, firſt married to Willian Marſhal the 
younger, Earl of Pembroke, and after- 
wards to Sixv0r7 MonntfordEartof 71 
cefter, as alſo' 1/zbel, who was ſixth wife 
to Frederick, the ſecond, WIE 'of 


£ erman _ 


CY 


- But King job marrying! the faid | Y/abel 
in the year-1200. could have nochild by 
her old enongh'to be wot; tothe ſaid 


Lhewelliwiu in 'the yer I 204, « 


 Noither 


ORE: \ 'Y 
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* Neither could 7oaze the wife of Alexa 
ander King. of Scots. be the ſame_7oare 
who was wife to. Robert de Audeley, for, 
ſhe was wite to the ſaid Alexazder in the 
_ year 1221. as appears. it your Hſe. Ant: 
Þ- 60. and Mat. Paris, þ. 313,79: 12, and 
diced before her husband (lay you) In 
the year 1236. and wasburied at Loxdon; 
But,. Mat. Perih who lived in the ſamg 
time with her (p..468. z. 34+) (els To! 
the very day of her death, and lays ſhe 
died in the. year 1238, in Erglay Lana 
was butied at 7arente, But you in out 
60p.. and Mat, Paris, +770, #,39-;d 1 


agree that the faid Alexgquder dis W515 
vivethe ſaid. 7aare, and as he = died 
__ year. 1249. 8 


+ The only que TIL thenwill be, DUM: 
ins 


ther Lhewellins wife was King Fay leg 
tiwate. daughter. by his: wite Hawifa 8 
which if ſhe was, then ſome of our Aus, 
thors taking natice but of two daug h- 
ters named Joere , which, the ſaid- King 
had.,, did; thexeupon..._ miſtake  Joare 
the wife of Lhewe//in, for. Toaxe. the wild 
of Robert de Andele, and To dja miſlead 
ſcyeralof aur later Authors intothe lik I 


7 Sur x 
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"Wire" T am , that Mar. paris, who 
was contemporary with the! faid Tointj 
þ. 231-#. 52. calls her the Kings daughter, 
wittout the addition of Baſtard, or any 
thing tending thereto'3 His words are 
theſe, © fatto, venit alins Nuntins tx 
parte flie enhſdcw Regis uxbris videliet 
Lealini Regrs Walliz, &c, ' Alſo inthe 
tajen of King H.3. ber fon David isby 
bim(p. 555: 569.and in many otherpls 
es) filed Nepos ' Regis,andp.695.called 
Nepos Regis EX" SOrOTE , and: Þ. 57O, 'he's 
{aid to be propingquus Regs "00m ſanguinives 
te, . Allo Knighton , col, 2417. 4+ 
tlns fays of her, ' Rex Johanne? dedir fili- 
ant ſuan Ledlins Principi Walkie in #x0s 
rex, EO enim £4 dedit caſtellurs & totym 
territories de Ellefmere" i coufiaio Wals 
lis. And the King bimfelf mthe afore 
faid Finety ity hes WE title of fits 
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Kings daughter, without the Addition 
of Baſtard; For, as I am informed by 
zudicious perſon, who, at my-requeſt did 
Jately ſearch the ſaid Book in Sir'Zþz 
Cottons Library, theſe words Lewelrnus 
diſponſavit filiam Regis T. are the only 
words, fol.. 22, b. which concern the 
ſaid matter: And yet you, in the 24, 
Page of your Addendado ſay, That the 
ſaid JoaneLib. Barlings, Fol. 22. 6. 7s at- 
knowledged and called baſe daughter of K; 
John. T hope therefore the, Reader 
will take heed how farr he gives credit 
to what you ſay. , 


-.: Neither have I as yet found any Aus 
thor who lived in that Age with her, 
who hath ſaid that ſhe was a Baſtard; 
Indeed,our later Authors asYincent and 
others, who ſay that ſhe was. illegitt- 
mate, do many of them ſay, That King 
Tohn was divorced from his ſecond wite, 
as well for that ſhe was barren, as with- 
the degrees of conſanguinity; which 
barrenneſs, if it could be-made to ap- 
pear, would certainly prove. the ſaid 
Iovane to be a. Baſtard ; And, . this opint- 
on hath ſo far prevailed in this laſt ages; 
— hat whereas learned Mr. Carmbder, 25 i 

Y Tm you. 
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you: may. fee: in; bis Britamia in Latine 
priated at London 1607. p. 259. ſpeaks 
ing of the Divorce of the ſaid . Hewiſie 
(whoſe name he- miſtakes and calls. 7ſa- 
bel) doth only' uſe theſe words i/lam;/re- 
puttiatam, Dottor Philemon Holland in 
the Engliſh Tranſlation (unjuſtly) ren- 
dersit thus, That King John did repud;j- 
ate ber upon pretences, as.well that ſhe was- 
barren, as that they were within the prohi- 
bited degrees of conſangninity. ' But our. 
antient Hiſtoriansſay nothingoof her-be=s 
uhh: 5.13 


% 


4 


Forthis ſee Hoveden ( who was ſiving 


ll the, time: that Hawiſſa was wife to 


K.Jobn)p.803. 2. 34, in the'year 1200, 
Foderm Anno fadum eſt divortium inter 
Johannem regem Ang/1e et, Hawilam axe” 
rem ejus filiam Willielmi comtis Glouce- 
ftrriz per' Heliam Burdegalenſem Archi=: 
epiſcopum , &* per Willielmum Pi@aven-" 


Jem, &* per Henricum SanGonenſent epiſ- 


COpos 3, erant enim afnes in tertio grads 
conſanguinitatis, Fado itag3 Divortzoanter 
Johannem regem Anglie,& ncoren ſnan , 


ol - 


ipſe Rex Anglie conſilro donini ji Philippe 


Bl regis Franciz diuxit {bi +2 \nxorem Was 
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© Soalſo Mat. Paris (living inthetinn 
of the ſaid Doane) p, 200, 7, 23, in thi 
faid year 1200. Eodexe tempore celebrati 
Divortio inter Regeme Anglorum & wx 
oren ſuame Hawilam comitzs Glovernig 
fliam, eo quod affines erant in tertio gre 
du conſanguinitis. Duxit idem Rex, cop 
flo Regis Francorum Iſabel filiam comty 
Engoliſmi. 5 pe 


So alſo Mai.Weſtminſter in that Editi 
on printed at Zordoz, 1570. lib. 2, þ.76. 
n.25, Annogratie. M,CC. Rex Johan 


nes Iſabellam fl;am comitis Engoliſtit 


duxit in uxorem & Dominica Þroximi at 


ve feſtum ſan#i Dyonilii conſecrata eft is 


reginam ab Huberto Cantwarienſs Archie- 
piſcopo, quie celebratum fuit divortium 


znter ipſum & Hawiſtam comitis Glover- 
niz filiam, co quod contingebant ſe in ters 


to cohſanguinitatis grads, 


Now certainly theſe antient Authors! 


mult needs in this point be credited 


i fore thoſe that lived ſo tong after them 
21118 and eſpecially fiace all thoſe 


that I have 
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> fl call her a Baſtard, do not one of them 
- Þ know her true Chriſtian-name, but are 
either-{ilent therein, or elſe. (which-the 


x "= 1 


moſt of them do J do call her Jſabe# in- 


*% 


licad of Hawiſa. . 


_'See alſo the words of Rad: de Dicets 
(who lived in. the time of the ſaid King 
Tobn ) col. 706. n.5. which words are 
theſe, Celebratum eft divortium inter Jo- 
| hannem regems Anglie &- filiam comitis 
Gloceſtriz i!» Normannia , 4b epiſcopis 
Liſorienfi, Bajocenſi, Abrincenfi. & 4/75 
epiſcopis gui interfuerant, quam, ipſe tent 
pore patris. permiſſions, Roman eccleſie 
duxerat in wnxorem enm Comitatibus de 
Gloceffria, de Sumerſatum, de Devenc- 
fire, de Cornyaille, et aliis quamplarims 
per Angliam honoribus. Set ille ſublimio- 
"IS thort ſpe raptatus , conſilio pravorum 
eam abegit, unde magnam  ſunmi Pontifi> 
cis ſcilicet, [nnocentii terti1,et totins curie 
Romanz indignationem Jncarrit , prejſu- 
w#iens terre contra leges et canones di ol- 
vere quod eorum fucrat auforitate colliga- 


And. 
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. And. now let any, man! judpe, 
jad been barren, whetherjth iy 
not; have been: alleadged as a cauſe vt 
King Tobns putting her away” 35 wal 
his defire of matching into a; 


had one) might very well be old enough 
inthe year 1204, to be married. to the 
ſaid Lhewelliz Prince of North-Wales; 
But it is not material to the cafe in hang, 
whether the faid 7oane was a Baſtard of 
FEES | 0 3,535 3% Gen 
not, Becauſe all the Gifts you. mention, 
in your Addenda, were either not gifts im; 
free-mrarriage, or elſe were not given 
to the ſaid Lhewell;zz with the ſaid 
Toane, "al 


As to what you ſay in your 7 Pages, 
ed an no former Book give you {ever 
ral Reaſons, why the words of Glanpis 
did not prove what you ſuppoſed they 
did, and in the 33 and 39 Pager.of mi 


Reply did tell you how you had, lei 
, od "26 "Dp - $i +2 k es 
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thet unanſwer Tec 2.4} 4d alſo thets 
oform you, that Mr. Glarvil/did not 
ay, "That Fands might 6 aw 
ay woman 5 Bberum' maritaginm, but 
mly in maritagitms/ and! : 
this ; you have 'the *confide "Us Jing 
o farther np68 Mr: Clamvil har Ke the 
ver enURY! Meake yt 3 ſaid.” I. ONTO 
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In your $: Pape; yi _ L Hay 

Þ charged you with ray abſolute intrurl 2 

i and groſs ab) brdities, and in ſtead of” ro. 
teſ ph clear Anſwers to the very poiet « 0+ - 
00 binge of the controverſſe, did burſt out into” 
121 extravagant expreſſions 1 in things wpon the” 


By, which gives you occaſion to imagine 
that 7 think -my cauſe declining. "But 
ſthofe, and foveral other of yourexpreſ-' 

oceed mare. frotts 


»Rthing whict youChave or can ly enbers 
" Mrly charge'me withal;' And, whereas, 
ev&you pretend -chat- my confidence did 
n vit ariſe, becauſe you are ted up by your Pro 
neNoviſe to write no 2ore touching Amicia« , Þ 
" Oy Mwilt- afſare:'you 1rreceived? rio encou-. 
I it Woemene thereby, fo o_ tiot take you 
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F = Hy 1 hip Fab, you NR do ag | _ 2 
ter tome, W herein was, yotlr p1 
new precedent of Budeford and. L 
and beforeany part of wy laſt Fi zok Wa 
riated,, 1 received. notice op a, "Our 
ervant by your command.that y Je POR 
2rink ſe ſame precedents as Addendats on 
Former Book,; but it ſeems, that, re 
x32, alſo another, (as. [ "a won x or 
name, were both laid af hd 
idcame out as A kenan to. your. 
2k; But how, in ſo doing, Yea | 
;alk to your word, I eonpge W 
-gane, for, what you did. write:til the 
end of the 7. Page, did all concern Amt 
cies and, by the ſame reaſon you; dt T 
write now, you may write arayes,m 
4 7 Cake do. ſo as Addons $a t0.ypu! 
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id Deed of Tabley was Gejfrey Du 
| Thee? and. not the” other Sir Ge f 
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year 1230, berhe'faft tink yeh" 3) 
mer with: him, yet, as appears in ; 
i: Abt | you! have {-- 


ME PRA hy a Be IE AE ets on v4 ” 


(ONE NT 


Sir Geffe Dutton of Chedle 37, And yoo 
[Were bothliviog, whenſaever! ond. 
Tido de: Ditton: | 
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* And, whereas you 
Dut 


more. 4. onee not. & only Yor in- 
tes of * their. Fathers, 


THtrius Eo b F:' 


ul your r4 Page; you Joi wilt igh 
henlan expreſſion inyour former Book: 
: Supiony +» was too ſhort 3' but,” 
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will eaſily, perceive”, 
-wotk you'yat make with {the 
Hd He Debs: 6, 0001 


on your 18th Page you alſo: gs" 3 ha 2 


en noir you ant ber mntrath, 


roll ou, that you have ſeen t bin 


''s Fudge wider bis hand, witÞ fe 
wept ſame touching Amici. 21.5 
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Fong, Amieia,, which Ry 490; got 
d from. you befoce.... And..as:tor: 

your. Lawyer. of very.,good note, A 
rtiquary\ you do well in. cc -ONC EA1+>. 

s Name, But certaialy. he. was: Very. + 
dth argrould not furojſh, Fai with 


$79 V7 


is Hi 


3} 


aw to (fours pA; fo, 
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ofly ſay that you ediibeiy 

phenee” the "Deed in 2Mor4/th 

4 a is” miſtaken” ts »; » 3 
Coticti'was 7ftfange Anſlyer® Dn 
4, Ay: "There was no ſuch Arc 
York called William, zor BiſÞop 0; 
ſter whoſe Chriſtian 24me Ls | 
EH Tronte' at one tine, eith er 
Randle Blundevil or Ran 
tiis that 3ou can find. Bitt > het ou 

ceived x I had cleatly ol. d by. 
erkl Rithors, that's" WHHhi" Wa 
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Mndlle Gied- ot eat, ;} and; ben 
.pivobale and thoſe other Londs' emi 
ver for;his Abſhlntigg, ne neal tho ' 
His Soul, $-  YOO9, 200 "I 4, cif Dai 
[ wb, EO DD 

{ Rue, beſides he bag' is he re : proyedut 
od look, at the: latter. TEL 'the:/rulf 
Hiſtory put out by Dr. Powel 1584,av 
mediately befare the Table,you willſee 
*that- the 16line of: Mr 197 page the 

id YVelſþ Hiftory 1smi rinted;-andilut 
Js in 'the'faic "os a5f 26 hould: frvh! jel 
Pritited thus: "Aboue- the: ſame" time 
Hug b fon ts the Earl of Choſtes, fo oi 

Ked-bis CaRtell of: Cy ymaron;*gnd Wan 

delienyth.'to himlelt. - \LAnd:yourmay 
alſo there find, \that the tinje w 77 thi 
-faid Hyg Wan Melieith Wag Lp Fe "7 
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ndlwilhe this 621þ Hiſtory 1s a 
vero, L hope youwil \nor-deny;y1 oh, 
1nthe-44 Page of your; Heſorical do Tell 
the) an atkriowlgdge:s tintheſc3#@) 


FS ; 
a+ 
of 


the: Amborio whiar abies 

:they 'I1 56:1: Add asf 
find 1 in Paſs his'Book,, © de Hifteritts 
Latinis, P. 38g. and in Teac ons Chronos 
w_ he Ne Gaines [a0 
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+ Queltids' Hherdfiaa ad ef) Of 
cher (4id-Hi/erhe Hes) 2 And 
uſb ubcerfajn,apd:thats] . 
milling gg Teckon (6 6,As maybe i _ 
Yaontagevus” tayou, L wyl::fupy 
tee hen but Twelve years ldjdy 
sthe-fame age. that'Si/veſter: Gre 
p.1203:-ſayes Prince EYE 
mrtbwaoof, wheaho Veg: 


who dyed leaving him only a dayghta 


or daughters, 1t 1s no wonder if 10; his 
282, he Marryed.a young Lady, to 
the intent he might ey ob to 
{uccced him .1n ſo great an Eſtate 3 ] 

ope therefore, though you told me 
in the 49 Page of your Reply , The 
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in" reſp of Hugh Cyuclioks age, req. 
| Jonably to ſiapeſe him to bave had 4 
former Wife, that theſe proofes will 
thew, that there were very many years ; 
betwixt them, and that thereupoe 
'oR will be fo reaſonable as to be-. 
he had a Wiſs before. he Ma 
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